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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 
The Respondent agrees generally with the statement of facts as set 
forth by the Appellants in their brief, but wishes to emphasize that be-
fore proceeding with the final hearing on March 25, 1975, the Trial Court 
determined that the only question presented by the case before it, was 
whether the Board of Cormiissioners of Uintah County, Utah complied with the 
requirements of Section 17-16-15, Utah Code Annotated, 1953, as amended, 
which provides that . . . "no changes shall be made in existing salaries 
of county officers until the board of county commissioners. . . shall first 
hold a public hearing at which all interested persons shall be given an 
opportunity to be heard.1 f 
ARGUMENT 
POINT I 
THE EVIDENCE SUSTAINS THE TRIAL COURT'S DECISION 
It is the Respondent's position that the Findings of Fact and Conclu-
sions of Law made by the Trial Court are based upon and sustained by the 
evidence, exhibits and testimony presented to the Court. The findings of 
the Trial Court sustained by competent evidence will not be disturbed. The 
Appellants' argument that the evidence does not sustain the Court's decision 
cannot prevail against this familiar principle frequently enunciated by this 
Court. The Supreme Court will not weigh the evidence nor its judgment of 
that evidence against that of the trier of fact. Huber vs. Deep Creek Irri-
gation Co., 6 Ut. 2d 15; 305 P 2d 4781; Dalton vs. Dalton, 6 Ut. 2d 135; 
307 P 2d 894; Farmers and Merchants Banks vs. Universal C.I.T. Credit Corp., 
6 Ut. 2d 413, 315 P 2d 653; and O'Gara vs. Findley, 6 Ut. 2d 102, 306 P 2d 
1073. Shine vs. Salt Lake Transportation Co., 106 Ut. 289, 147 P 2d 875. 
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The evidence which sustains the Trial Court's findings in this case is 
strong and cohesive and is repeated in the transcripts of the testimony of 
all witnesses, the three County CoiTiiissioners, the County Clerk, Fred Brown, 
and two of the Appellants themselves, Clarence W. Palmer and Ashel Manwaring. 
POINT II 
REQUIREMENTS OF STATE IAW WERE GCMPUED WITH 
The statute (17-16-14 UCA, 1953, as amended) governing this case is 
silent as to hew notice of a public hearing is to be given. The Trial Court 
properly adopted the view that if the notice given results in affording the 
public the hearing contemplated by the statute, and if at such hearing all 
interested persons are afforded the opportunity to be heard, such notice 
meets the requirements of notice imp licit in having such a hearing. There 
is no reason why the budget hearing and the hearing with respect to salary in-
creases for county officers cannot be combined as was done in this case. In 
fact the increasing of salaries best fits into the budgeting process at this 
particular point in time. The opinion from the office of the Utah Attorney 
General to another county of this state, which is a part of this record on 
appeal, so advised. The Appellants1 Brief contains nothing which changes the 
unalterable fact that before adopting the salary increases, a thorough piiblic 
airing of the salary increases for the Commissioners and other elected county 
officials was had and that the Uintah County Commissioners did provide an op-
portunity for all interested persons to be heard. The increase thus establish-
ed cannot be considered void for want of such a hearing. 
POINT III 
APPELLANTS' BRIEF ADDRESSES ITSELF TO LEGISLATIVE MATTERS 
In years past the legislature has not infrequently changed the law with 
reference to the manner of fixing the salaries of elected county officers. 
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There is much contained in Appellants1 Brief that might be interesting to the 
legislative branch of government and might be considered by its menibers should 
they again consider changing the present law governing the manner of increasing 
the salaries of county officers. The fact that the action of the Uintah County 
Connissioners was contrary to the view expressed by the Appellants at the pub-
lic hearing does not form the basis for an appeal. 
CONCLUSION 
The Trial Court correctly ruled that the Board of Uintah County Commis-
sioners had complied with the provisions of Section 17-16-14, Utah Code An-
notated, 1953, as amended, before increasing the salaries of the elected 
officers of Uintah County. It is respectfully urged that the Trial Court's 
decision should be sustained. 
WHITNEY D. HAMMOND 
55 East Main Street 
Vernal, Utah 84078 
Attorney for Respondent 
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